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REMARKS 

Careful examination of the application is sincerely appreciated. 

AppHcant's claiiii 3 and speci ileal ton are aiucnded io address the objections due to a 
minor informaitty , Withdrawal of the nhjecf ion is requested. 

According lo ihc OiTicc .Action, claims 1 ■■■ 6 are rejected under 35 IJ.S.C. v^l02(e) as 
being anticipated b\ U.S. Patent 6,742,04? (hereinafter "Tsi.)"}. In response, die rejection is 
re.spectfuHy traversed as lacking the factuai and legal basis. 

I so Tails to teach or suggest Applicant's feature of "the processing capability of the 
retrieval device being specitled by mode infortnation in the retrieval Information" as recited in 
eifiini .}. Tso merely discloses "pai'ser 22 selects an appropriate trajiscode service provider 24 
based, for example, on ihe content type of the data siream." See col. 6, lines 18-20 of the patent, 
fso also discloses "a content provider may embed special data fields into the content which 
caiegorizc or rate the content, in such a case, parser 3 may be configured lo scan for theses data 
tields in the content, and cause filtering module 3 to take appropriate action." See col. 6. lines 
46-5 1 . But, Tso is completely silent on the above-mentioned feature (.^f Applicant's inventiijn. as 
recited in claim 1 . 

'\ccouluii; to the binding case lass established h> T S. ( onrt of \ppeaLs lor the federal 
Circuit and iis predcccssoi C ourt tas intetpieied in Section 2131 of the Ml'I P). to anticipate a 
chum, the refetence must teach each and e\c!\ element of th.tt cknin \s discussetl abo\e, Tso i\ 
dencienl m teaching each and e\er\ eleujetjt oj \pplicjnt's elaun 1. It !s. iheivloie. fespecifuily 
submitted that independent clann 1 j>i not anlscip.aled bs 1 so Withdrawal of the rejeciion is 
lespectfulK !eque,->ied, as it cannot be siistained legally . 
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Claims 2. 3 imii 5 depend, eiiher direclly or indirecUy, ftotji independent claiin 1. which 
lias been shown lo be allovvabie over the prior an reference. Accordiiigiy, ckums 2, 3 and 5 are 
r.i!so aliovvable by virtue of'their dependency Iron! the aliovvable base claim, as well as the 
additional teaturt;s recited iherein. Applicant submits thai the reason for the rejection of claims 
2. 3 and 5 has been (.ivercome and respectfuUy reque^is wiibdrawal of the rejection aiid 
aUowance of those claims. 

With respect to claim 4, it is re.spectfiiliy submitted that Wynbktt is cited to allegedly 
siiosv other features in Applicants' clain't. but is not cited to cure deficiencies in Tso with respect 
u> chiim 1 as discussed hereinabove. Since WynbUiTt iails to cure the deilciencies in 'Iso with 
respect to features in claim ! and those feattires are recited in claiiu 4. this chiini is also 
diiuiiiguishable over the prior art of record ai ieasi for those reasons. Applicant subrnits tiiat tiie 
reason lor the rejection of claim 4 has been overcome and respectfully reqiresis wiihdraual of the 
rejection and allowance of the claims. 

An earnest eitbrt has been niade to be fuily responsive to the liixanuuer's correspondence 
atid advance the proseciuion of this case. In view of the above amendments and remarks, it is 
believed that the present application is in condition for allowance, and an early notice thereof is 
earnestly solicited. 

Please charge any additional fee^ associated \sith this application to Deposit .\ccouitt No, 
14-1270. 

Respect! uH \ ^ t ibmi tied, 

April 24, 2{)07 B\ 1 .ins Libcichitk 

1 arrs I iberchuk. f^ce. No 4<),.a52 
S<.nioi 11' t 0!.in-;el 

Philips I iectioiiics N.A. Coiporation 
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